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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-22 are examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by airPoint Pro 
Outdoor (Product* SB251 5). 

3. As per claim 1, airPoint discloses a wireless networking system, comprising: 
a weatherproof housing, wherein the housing encloses: 

a radio transceiver module, 

a network router, coupled to the radio transceiver module, and 
an encryption module (WEP security), coupled to the network router; and 
a securing device connected to the weatherproof housing (see specifications for airPoint 
Pro Outdoor, discusses weatherproof design and wall or pole mounting). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-1 1 and 13-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over airPoint Pro Outdoor and further in view of Redford (US PgPub 
2003/0126298). 

5. As per claim 1, Redford discloses a wireless networking system, comprising: 
a weatherproof housing, wherein the housing encloses: 

a radio transceiver module, 

a network router, coupled to the radio transceiver module, and 
a securing device connected to the weatherproof housing ([0106]-[01 14]). 

Redford does not explicitly disclose wherein the access point contains an 
encryption module. AirPoint does disclose a similar access point wherein an encryption 
module is provided. Motivation for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Redford to 
include an encryption module would have been to enable secure communication with 
the access point as would have been well known at the time of the invention, 

6. As per claim 2, airPoint discloses the wireless networking system of claim 1 , but 
does not disclose wherein the securing device comprises a tripod stand. AirPoint 
discusses a wall or pole mounting, in addition it discusses it could be installed on a 
rooftop. The Examiner argues that it is an obvious modification to include wherein the 
access point could be mounted on a tri-pod. It is well known in the art that tripods are 
secure bases for supporting a variety of devices, thus it would have been obvious at the 
time of the invention to modify airPoint to include a tripod stand. Moreover the examiner 
admits Redford to disclose a mobile wireless access point embodying similar features 



Application/Control Number: 10/740,460 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2132 

as discussed in claim 1 , moreover, Redford discloses wherein the access point is a 
mobile access point [0106]-[01 14], thus the Examiner argues even further obviousness 
as tripods are well-known in the art for their desired mobility. 

7. As per claim 3, airPoint discloses the wireless networking system of claim 2, but 
does not specifically disclose wherein each leg of the tripod stand is independently 
adjustable in length. The Examiner takes official notice, that it is a well-known feature in 
the art, that tripods are enabled so that each leg may be independently adjustable in 
length. 

8. As per claim 4, airPoint discloses the wireless networking system of claim 1 , but 
does not explicitly disclose further comprising a first antenna, coupled to the radio 
transceiver module, for receiving and transmitting Internet protocol data. AirPoint 
provides for an antenna connection wherein it is necessarily capable for receiving and 
transmitting Internet protocol data, moreover, the Examiner supplements airPoint with 
Redford to explicitly disclose the cited feature. 

Redford discloses a first antenna for receiving and transmitting Internet protocol 
data ([0107]). Redford isn't necessarily brought in to modify airPoint, but further to 
demonstrate the obvious and well-known implementation found in the art. It would have 
been obvious in view of Redford to disclose an antenna for receiving Internet protocol 
data. 

9. As per claim 5, Redford discloses the wireless networking system of claim 4, 
further comprising a second antenna, coupled to the radio transceiver module, for 
receiving and transmitting Internet protocol data (see fig. 15). 
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10. As per claim 6, Redford in view of airPoint discloses the wireless networking 
system of claim 5, wherein the first antenna is configured to operate as a wireless 
access point and the second antenna is configured to operate as an endpoint of a 
wireless bridge (see airPoint wherein it is capable of acting as an access point and an 
endpoint of a wireless bridge). 

11. As per claim 7, Redford discloses the wireless networking system of claim 5, 
wherein the second antenna comprises a satellite uplink ([0107]). 

12. As per claim 8, Redford disclose the wireless networking system of claim 7, 
wherein the first antenna is configured to operate as a wireless access point [0107]. 

13. As per claim 9, airPoint and Redford disclose the wireless networking system of 
claim 1, further comprising a power source (see Redford [0109]). 

14. As per claim 10, Redford discloses the wireless networking system of claim 9, 
wherein the power source comprises a UPS, and is connected to a generator, external 
to the weatherproof housing ([0109] wherein it is well-known in the art to include a 
generator with a UPS in high-powered embodiments or wherein a long supply of power 
would be needed). The Examiner takes official notice that it is a very well known and 
common embodiment to include a generator connected to a UPS device for supplying 
continuous power over long periods of time. 

1 5. As per claim 1 1 , Redford discloses the wireless networking system of claim 9, 
wherein the power source comprises a UPS [0109], and is connected to a solar panel, 
external to the weatherproof housing. Redford doesn't explicitly disclose wherein the 
main access point comprises a solar panel, however [01 16] and [0117] disclose wherein 
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remote secondary sites with similar features to the main site are powered from solar 
power, thus the Examiner argues that it would have been an obvious modification to 
include wherein the main site is powered from solar panels. Moreover, the Examiner 
takes official notice that solar panels are a well-known source of power for remote 
systems and would have been an obvious modification over Redford. 

16. As per claim 13, Redford discloses the wireless networking system of claim 1 , 
but does not disclose wherein the encryption module is certified for NSA certified 
encryption for classified secret communication. Redford discloses wherein the access 
point could be used for military installations [0106], thus there is an inherent desire for 
the data to be securely encrypted with a strong algorithm/key. Moreover, the applicant 
discloses as prior art the AirFortress secure gateway, which is well known in the art for 
providing a secure encryption module for wireless access points. Thus the Examiner 
argues that it would have been obvious for the encryption module to be certified for NSA 
encryption to do the use of the access point in military installations. 

17. As per claim 14, Redford discloses the wireless networking system of claim 1 , 
wherein the encryption module is certified for NIST 140 certified encryption (see 
arguments above) 

18. As per claim 15, Redford discloses the wireless networking system of claim 1 , 
wherein the network router and the radio transceiver module are physically located 
within one device (see fig. 15). 

19. As per claim 16, Redford discloses the wireless networking system of claim 1, 
wherein the securing device couples the weatherproof housing to a vehicle [0114]. 
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20. As per claim 17, Redford discloses the wireless networking system of claim 16, 
wherein the securing device attaches to a preexisting opening in the vehicle [0114]. 

21 . As per claim 18, Redford discloses the wireless networking system of claim 16, 
further comprising a power source, wherein the power source comprises a UPS, and is 
connected to a battery of the vehicle, external to the weatherproof housing ([0109] 
wherein the Examiner takes official notice that it is well known in the art to connect a 
device operating within a vehicular embodiment to the battery of the vehicle for desired 
power). 

22. As per claim 19, Redford discloses the wireless networking system of claim 1 , 
wherein the network router is coupled to a wired network connection ([0106] wherein it 
is discussed that the network router may be coupled to a wired network although not 
desired). 

23. As per claim 20, Redford discloses the wireless networking system of claim 1 , 
wherein the network router and the encryption module are physically located within one 
device (see AirPoint). 

24. Claims 21 and 22, are rejected by a combination of the arguments presented in 
the rejection of the individual system devices. 

25. Claim12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Redford, 
in view of airPoint, and further in view of Chew (US PgPub 2003/0231238). 

Redford discloses the wireless networking system of claim 1 , but does not 
disclose the system further comprising: a camera; and a video server, coupled to the 
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camera, for translation of video received through the camera to Internet protocol data, 
and for communicating the translated video IP data to the network router. 

Chew however, does disclose a camera and a video server connected to a 
mobile wireless access point (see fig. 4). It would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify Redford to include a camera and a video server 
coupled to a wireless access point. Motivation for doing so would have been to enable 
teleconferencing from a remote wireless location as is discussed in Chew. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brandon S. Bludau whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3722. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday -Friday 8:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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